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Introduction
An examination of the impact of National Socialism upon German society is one of the most significant aspects of historical enquiry into the Third Reich, shedding light on the nature and impact of the Nazi dictatorship as a whole and the social context in which its policies were executed. Yehuda Bauer has argued that ‘National Socialist Germany was ruled by a criminal, murderous regime, and the day-to-day life of its citizens was coloured by this’.​[1]​ Everyday life - even the most trivial parts of it - took place within this context. A significant part of the historical literature on the Third Reich has developed to explore this. The first major work on Nazi social history in English was Richard Grunberger’s A Social History of the Third Reich.​[2]​ Grunberger’s book, which was first published in 1971, covers a wide range of subjects including the Party, the civil service, Nazi speech and humour. Whilst the book is still of interest, the historiography has grown so extensively in subsequent decades, that it has become outdated. Contributions to Richard Bessel’s Life in the Third Reich and David Crew’s Nazism and German Society give a more detailed analysis of specific issues, such as women or workers, in the light of research carried out in the 1970s and 1980s.​[3]​ Pierre Ayçoberry’s The Social History of the Third Reich, 1933-1945, which divides the Nazi era into the prewar years and the wartime period, is a useful study of many aspects of German society in the Nazi era.​[4]​ These works are all significant contributions to the historiography of Nazi Germany. However, a substantial amount of new research has been published on particular aspects of Nazi social and cultural history. There has not been a recent survey in English that encompasses the findings of the latest empirical research, nor a book that combines an examination of both social and cultural history. It is the intention of this book to fill these two significant gaps in the secondary literature on Nazi Germany.

The purpose of this book is to provide a clear and accessible history of society and culture in Nazi Germany in the light of new debates and developments in the historiography over recent years. It combines a synthesis of the existing literature with fresh insights and interpretations. It is distinctive in its approach to the subject and in its scope. The approach to the subject here is to blend ‘top down’ history with ‘history from below’. It is intended that by presenting both an examination of Nazi policy and a consideration of the experiences of the people, a rounded picture will emerge. This will allow readers to view the subject from a fuller perspective. This approach may enable us to comprehend more about the nature of the Nazi regime and about why people behaved in the ways that they did. This is the proper purpose of historical enquiry into the subject. Richard Evans has rightly criticised the tendency of historians of the Third Reich ‘to abandon analysis, argument and interpretation in favour of the exercise of moral judgement’.​[5]​ This book seeks to provide historical explanation of both society and culture in Nazi Germany and of the close relationship between them. It is an empirical study that will help readers to understand the complexities of German society and cultural life in the Third Reich.

The main theme of the book is the creation of identity in Nazi Germany, in terms of inclusion into and exclusion from the Volksgemeinschaft (‘national community’). The essence of the word Volksgemeinschaft is difficult to convey in translation. Scholars in the field have translated it variously as ‘national community’, ‘people’s community’, ‘racial community’ or ‘people’s ethnic community’. For the purpose of this book, the term is understood to mean ‘national community’, as this conveys the concept of national cohesion and homogeneity sought by the Nazi regime. The ‘national community’ is a pivotal theme of this book because it was so central to Nazi ideology. The Nazi regime sought to create a ‘national community’ made up of ‘racially pure’, ‘hereditarily healthy’, physically fit, politically reliable and socially responsible Volksgenossen (‘national comrades’). The Nazis made it abundantly clear who belonged to the German nation and who did not. It labelled and categorised enemies and ‘aliens’ – both internal and external. Those groups that remained outside the ‘national community’ were treated accordingly as outsiders. Furthermore, the impact of inclusive and exclusionary policies on cultural life during the Nazi era was highly significant and was reflective of such distinctions applied to society. The ‘national community’ was not only a construct comprising of ‘national comrades’, but also a ‘cultural community’ encompassing ‘pure’ German culture. Societal and cultural life in Nazi Germany were intricately linked.

A brief survey of the historiography is useful at this point in order to locate this book within the context of historical writing on Nazi Germany. We shall begin with an overview of one of the major debates surrounding the impact of Nazism on German society, a subject that has created a fundamental historical controversy. Did Nazism entail ‘social reaction’ or did it bring about ‘social revolution’? We shall then move on to look at some of the major trends in the social history of the Third Reich. Further reference to the main developments in and contributions to the secondary literature relating to specific subjects or themes will be made within the chapters throughout the book.

One of the major historiographical debates dealing with the impact of Nazism on German society has centred on the issue of whether Nazism was fundamentally reactionary or revolutionary in its nature. The subject is further complicated by the need to distinguish between the social objectives of the regime, on one hand, and its methods of achieving them, on the other, as Nazi aims and policies were often inconsistent with each other. Another level of complexity is added by the necessity of determining which outcomes were intentional (that is, the direct result of Nazi policies) and which were unintended by-products of the regime.

Marxist accounts have described the reactionary nature of the Nazi regime and have proposed that existing class structures in Germany were strengthened under National Socialism.​[6]​ They argue that Nazism shattered the trade unions and strengthened the position of employers. They maintain that the Third Reich was a reactionary dictatorship that perpetuated existing class relationships and maintained the capitalist system. Furthermore, the historians of the former GDR (East German Republic) did not discuss the possibility of social change in the Third Reich. It was simply not relevant to them. The only true social revolution was a Marxist one. Hence, the GDR historiography disregarded the long-term effects of Nazism upon the development of German society.

In contrast, liberal scholars have argued that the changes in the structure of German society under Nazism were so fundamental that they could be described as a ‘social revolution’. Ralf Dahrendorf suggested that the Nazi regime resulted in ‘a strong push to modernity’, by breaking with tradition and the German past as it was embodied in Imperial Germany.​[7]​ Dahrendorf further stated that Nazism completed the ‘social revolution’ held up by the faults of the German Empire and the contradictions of the Weimar Republic. He spoke of the Nazis’ unintentional modernisation of society, arguing that the Nazis’ Gleichschaltung (‘co-ordination’) of German society destroyed German ‘tribal loyalties’, broke down traditional bonds and levelled down society. Dahrendorf argued that by eliminating long-established loyalties and values, and by equalising everyone into ‘national comrades’, Nazism ‘finally abolished the German past as it was embodied in Imperial Germany’. He went on to state: ‘There could be no return from the revolution of National Socialist times’.​[8]​ David Schoenbaum developed this argument in his own influential work, Hitler’s Social Revolution. Schoenbaum argued that in order to wage war against a bourgeois industrial society, the Nazis needed the tools of a bourgeois industrial society. This led to a distinction between Nazi rhetoric and reality or between what Schoenbaum called ‘interpreted’ and ‘objective’ social reality. According to Schoenbaum, Nazism resulted in the destruction of traditional class structures and to social mobility on an unprecedented scale. Schoenbaum spoke of the ‘classless reality of the Third Reich’.​[9]​ Schoenbaum’s view has been rejected by scholars who argue that class barriers remained quite rigid and that upward social mobility did not increase markedly. Hartmut Berghoff, for example, has suggested that the Nazi regime ‘fundamentally altered neither the composition of elites nor the distribution of wealth’.​[10]​

A third line of interpretation concerns itself with the concept of modernisation. Henry Turner interpreted Nazism as ‘a utopian form of anti-modernism’, but argued that the Nazis used ‘modernisation out of necessity in order to pursue their fundamentally anti-modern aims’.​[11]​ Werner Abelshauser and Anselm Faust considered Nazism to be no more and no less than a ‘catalyst of modernisation, in that it exploded with force the bonds of tradition, region, religion, and corporation which were so specially pronounced in Germany’.​[12]​ There was indeed an ambivalent relationship between the traditional and the revolutionary in the Third Reich. Jeffrey Herf’s term ‘reactionary modernism’ is quite useful in terms of conceptualising this ambivalence.​[13]​ Herf noted the paradoxical combination of irrationalism and political reaction with an acceptance of modernity and technological progress in Nazi policy-making. Another treatment of ‘modernisation’ by Rainer Zitelmann claims that the Nazi leadership not only brought about a modernising revolution in Germany, but that it did so intentionally. Zitelmann argues that Hitler was not atavistic, looking back to the recreation of an agrarian idyll, but rather that he looked forward to the establishment of an advanced industrial and technological society. He argues that Hitler was a social revolutionary who intended and strove to transform German society.​[14]​

Within the ‘modernisation’ approach, it is also important to try to make a distinction between change that was an intentional and direct result of the Nazi regime and change that was an unintended or indirect result of it, particularly because the Second World War contained its own impetus for massive social change. Jeremy Noakes has argued that ‘the Nazi revolution was the war - not simply because the war accelerated political, economic and social change to a degree which had not occurred in peacetime, but more profoundly because in war Nazism was in its element…. Nazism was truly “a revolution of destruction”, of itself and of others on an unparalleled scale.’​[15]​ Detlev Peukert also emphasised the ‘destructive forces’ of National Socialism, paving the way for a more ‘modern’ society after 1945, without speaking of a ‘social revolution’.​[16]​ Michael Burleigh has argued that ‘given the secular drift from a class to a mass consumer society… it is notoriously difficult to isolate the impact of any single factor on this process, whether twelve years of peace and wartime dictatorship, or the maelstrom of devastation and dispossession visited upon Germany from 1945’.​[17]​

The debate surrounding the impact of the Nazi regime upon German society has continued to evolve. Richard Evans has urged historians to move beyond the idea that the Nazis were attempting to revolutionise society. He argues that: ‘The problem with arguing about whether or not the Third Reich modernised German society, how far it wanted to change the social order and in what ways it succeeded in doing so, is that society was not really a priority of Nazi policy anyway…. Above all, what Hitler and the Nazis wanted was a change in people’s spirit, their way of thinking and their way of behaving…. Their revolution was first and foremost cultural rather than social.’​[18]​ Whether or not one agrees that ‘society was not really a priority’, the second part of this argument is certainly very useful in pushing forward the way we think about the Nazi dictatorship. The concept of a ‘cultural revolution’ is very significant and has been understated in the literature. Its importance to the National Socialists is evident from their attempts to engender a spiritual mobilisation or awakening of the German population. The Nazi revolution was envisaged as a ‘total’ one. Joseph Goebbels, Minister of Popular Enlightenment and Propaganda talked of National Socialism as ‘all-encompassing’. On 17 June 1935, he stated: ‘We hope that the day will come when nobody needs to talk about National Socialism any more, since it has become the air that we breathe! Thus National Socialism cannot be content with mere lip-service - it must be acted upon with hand and heart. People must get used inwardly to this way of behaving, they must make it into their own set of attitudes - only then will it be recognised that a new will to culture has arisen from National Socialism and that this will to culture determines our national existence in an organic manner.’​[19]​ Hence, cultural life played a significant role in the aims of National Socialism for the German population.

Let us now turn to the main developments in the social history of the Third Reich. Until the 1970s, the study of the social history of Nazi Germany remained relatively unexplored. The field quickly opened up and expanded considerably with a new and growing interest in Alltagsgeschichte (‘the history of everyday life’) or Geschichte von unten (‘history from below’). The emphasis moved away from studies of traditional political history to studies of the experiences of different social groups. Detlev Peukert convincingly argued the case for analysing the Third Reich from the perspective of everyday life and everyday experience. By concerning itself with ‘the contradictory and complex experiences of “ordinary people”’, Peukert asserted that this approach helps us to understand how Nazi racism and terror was possible, tolerated and indeed partially endorsed. Furthermore, it allows us to ascertain more about sources of resistance and support for the regime.​[20]​ The ‘history of everyday life’ or ‘history from below’ approach adds ‘a different angle of vision’ to our understanding of the Third Reich, by examining what life was like for the people who lived through it.​[21]​ In 1984, Richard Bessel noted this trend in the historiography, that ‘historians of Nazi Germany at last have discovered the German people’.​[22]​

The themes and analytical tools for the study of National Socialism have changed over time. Class and the working class in particular was a very popular subject of study within the field in the 1970s and early 1980s. Tim Mason was the pioneer of the history of the working class under National Socialism. In particular, his book Social Policy in the Third Reich: The Working Class and the ‘National Community’ and a number of important articles collected in the edition Nazism, Fascism and the Working Class: Essays by Tim Mason, published posthumously, are important contributions to this field, subsequently developed by other scholars.​[23]​ In the 1980s, gender replaced class as an analytical concept in the study of National Socialism. In this field of study, Mason contributed two very important articles and Jill Stephenson wrote two of first major studies of women in Nazi Germany.​[24]​ Since then, many aspects of women’s lives under National Socialism began to receive attention from historians. The focus of historical research moved even more specifically to Nazi racial and eugenics policies in the 1990s. Prominent in the shift of work in this direction was The Racial State: Germany 1933-1945 by Michael Burleigh and Wolfgang Wippermann.​[25]​ In Social Outsiders in Nazi Germany, Robert Gellately and Nathan Stoltzfus have built on this theme, arguing that the Nazis targeted individuals and groups long regarded as outsiders or nuisances, those that were already feared or hated by the German population.​[26]​

The history of the victims of racial and eugenics policies, history ‘from below’, revealed the impact of persecution as well as ‘new levels of everyday complicity’ in pushing along racial discrimination against the Jews and other minorities.​[27]​ Hence, the social history of Nazi Germany has progressed from its early concerns with everyday opposition and dissent to concerns with the approval and complicity of ordinary people. In Backing Hitler, Robert Gellately shows the nature of the relationship between coercion and consensus in the Third Reich.​[28]​ He argues that the patterns of and motives for denunciations reflected a social consensus and acceptance of the Nazi system of rule. This leads us to another very significant contribution of social history to our understanding of the Nazi era as a whole and the Holocaust in particular, namely the integration of ‘normality’ and ‘barbarism’. In this regard, research on the social history of the Third Reich has shown that ‘there can be a social context in “civilised society” in which genocide becomes acceptable’.​[29]​ Ian Kershaw argues that ‘under “extreme” conditions, “normal” daily and private concerns consume such energy and attention that indifference to inhumanity, and thereby indirect support of an inhumane political system, is significantly furthered’.​[30]​

Indeed, everyday life in the Third Reich was complex and the most recent contributions to the historiography of the era (since the first edition of this book was published) grapple with the contested subject of ordinary people’s relationship with the regime.​[31]​ Even at the outset, the response of the German population to the new National Socialist government in 1933 was mixed. Peter Fritzsche has commented on ‘the sheer number of civilian wellwishers’ who gathered to greet the newly appointed Chancellor, Adolf Hitler, on 30 January 1933, noting that ‘nearly one million Berliners took part in this extraordinary demonstration of allegiance’ to the NSDAP.​[32]​ On 1 May 1933, the new government put on a May Day celebration in the German capital, complete with beer, sausages, an air show and fireworks - ‘all the trappings of a fun-filled spring holiday’ - although the day was designed to show a sense of national purpose and to tie German workers to the new state, as well as to provide family entertainment.​[33]​ As the NSDAP took over the buildings of the German trade union organisations the next day and quickly suppressed what had been the largest trade union movement in Europe, the more coercive nature of the new state came to the fore, and as Fritzsche has noted, May Day and its aftermath clearly signalled ‘both the genuine support and the sheer terror that composed public life in the Third Reich’.​[34]​ The symbolic gestures of the National Socialist regime towards the German population were significant in creating and establishing the popular response towards it. However, it is a difficult picture to definitively recreate, because the popular response was so nuanced. Whilst Fritzsche notes that ‘there was considerable enthusiasm for the Nazi cause long after the seizure of power in January 1933’, he also states that ‘indifference to public events and withdrawal into private arenas characterised much of everyday life in Germany after 1933’, suggesting that many Germans either were or became sceptical about the nature and intentions of the National Socialist state.​[35]​ This ambivalence came to characterise the whole Nazi period, both during peacetime and throughout the wartime years. During the war, enlistment into military and labour services strengthened the role of Nazi institutions in daily life, yet at the same time, people became more critical of the Nazi Party and its policies, and even of Hitler himself, as the Führer (leader) myth began to falter, particularly after the Battle of Stalingrad.​[36]​ Indeed, a variety of reasons accounted for dissent from Nazi norms, including as Jill Stephenson has noted, ‘undiluted self-interest’.​[37]​

The perspective of everyday experience adds an important dimension to our understanding of the Third Reich. Between 1933 and 1945, life was far from ordinary, and a deeper knowledge of the complexities of the structures of people’s lives enables us to gain a comprehension of their actions.​[38]​ Recent research on the social history of Nazi Germany has focused on the Volksgemeinschaft (‘national community’). This was a concept that both featured heavily in Nazi propaganda and influenced many aspects of everyday life. It was central to the Nazis’ view of German society. Martina Steber and Bernhard Gotto note that: ‘Volksgemeinschaft was the Nazis’ central social concept: it was within it, and via it, that visions of community in Nazi Germany were expressed, negotiated and put into practice.’​[39]​ It was a promise, a utopia, a propaganda construction and an order - hence, it was a term that encompassed many things. It included the giving of donations to state-sponsored charity, in particular the Winterhilfswerk (Winter Relief Agency). It entailed communal activities, such as gathering to listen to Party radio broadcasts or involvement in a variety of Party activities. The ideal Volksgemeinschaft was a society in which class, religious and local loyalties disappeared in favour of the concept of the nation as a whole. Its members or Volksgenossen (‘national comrades’) had to behave in a particular way in order to belong. But again, the reality was not clearcut. As Steber and Gotto note: ‘there was immense pressure on citizens to conform, even if the loyalty created by such pressure had its limits.’​[40]​

Furthermore, the Volksgemeinschaft was used as a tool of repudiation, as much as it was one of integration. Certain sectors of German society were excluded from the Volksgemeinschaft on racial grounds (the Jews and the ‘Gypsies’); others were precluded on account of their deviant sexual behaviour (homosexuals and prostitutes); others still because they were considered to be either politically unreliable or ‘asocial’. Those who failed to conform did not belong to the Volksgemeinschaft. And so, the Volksgemeinschaft was not only a propaganda construct, but also a project of social engineering. As such, it permeated the private lives of ordinary Germans throughout the duration of the Nazi era. Whilst success, happiness and, in many cases, social advancement, was promised to those who belonged to the Volksgemeinschaft, discrimination, persecution and ultimately destruction was the fate of those who did not belong to it. The Volksgemeinschaft was not, as Steber and Gotto note ‘a static condition’, but a dynamic one.​[41]​ Michael Wildt too argues that: ‘the Volksgemeinschaft is not to be analysed as a rigid social construct, but as the making of community, focusing on social practice instead of a societal status quo.’​[42]​ It was a living community in which all members had their duties and obligations. During the war, the Volksgemeinschaft was presented increasingly as a ‘community of struggle’ or even, as defeat loomed in 1945, as a ‘community of sacrifice’ and a ‘community of fate’.​[43]​

Wildt has shown how Volksgenossen could be involved in the realisation of the utopia of the Volksgemeinschaft. In serving the Nazi ideal - for example, as doctors sterilising the ‘unfit’, as policemen dealing with ‘asocial elements’, as local welfare officers or block wardens who supervised the German population - they became integrated and had a stake in Nazi society. Thus, their individualised self-empowerment through the concept of Volksgemeinschaft was not only about top-down power, but also about the participation of the population. Wildt argues that an immense pool of functionaries reflected this high degree of sharing in the Nazi social engineering project.​[44]​ In addition, previously existing boundaries, particularly in regard to class, became blurred and the promise of social advancement was appealing and attractive to many German workers. The regime’s promises to Volksgenossen often fell short of real achievement, yet life was better than in the years immediately before the NSDAP came to power - sufficiently so that many Germans willingly bought into the idea of the Volksgemeinschaft. Yet, as Ian Kershaw notes, it is difficult to assess how far this entailed ‘active commitment, as opposed to passive acceptance’.​[45]​ Moritz Föllmer also shows the complex relationship between German individuals and the state.​[46]​

Another dimension to the dynamics of Nazi society was the concept of ‘working towards the Führer’.​[47]​ The power structure of the Third Reich lent itself to individuals undertaking initiatives within the Party and state administration for self-advancement or self-aggrandisement by anticipating and fulfilling Hitler's wishes. Much has been written about this in regard to the radicalisation of antisemitic policies, in particular. Yet it also impacted other aspects of social and political life and was related to the way in which opportunities offered by the new Volksgemeinschaft enticed citizens to behave in a particular type of way. Wildt notes too that ‘the concept of the Volksgemeinschaft drew its political power not from a social reality achieved, but rather from its promise, and the mobilisation it inspired’.​[48]​

It has taken careful consideration to decide upon what to include and how to structure this updated edition. The structure and content are outlined below, but it is important to state at the outset that this book does not deal with the political or military history of the Third Reich, nor does it treat the Nazi economy.​[49]​ It explores the impact of the Nazi dictatorship upon German societal and cultural life. It examines the aim of the Nazi regime to break down traditional loyalties – to class, family, region or religion – and to replace them with allegiance to Hitler, the Nazi Party and the ‘national community’. Whilst the book covers the whole period from 1933 to 1945, it does not deal with the wartime period in a separate section, but it incorporates coverage of the war years in each of the chapters. This ensures that the main theme of the book is not jeopardised by a structural division of the book into the periods 1933-1939 and 1939-1945. Instead, the book is divided into four parts, which reflect the theme of inclusion and exclusion, and its application to society and culture during the Nazi era.

The first part of the book  - creating the national community - analyses the attempts of the Nazi government to forge a new self-identity and national awareness amongst the German population. The Nazis aimed to create a ‘national community’ that accorded with their ideals. This section of the book is a consideration of policies directed at the formation or construction of the ‘national community’. Chapter One opens the book with an exploration of the rise of Nazism. Chapter Two analyses the way in which the Nazi regime endeavoured to manufacture consensus for its ideology and its policies. It explores the methods used by the regime to create conformity within the ‘national community’, including the Gleichschaltung (‘streamlining’ or ‘co-ordination’) of different groups and organisations, the use of propaganda aimed at raising national awareness and the propagation of the Hitler myth. Furthermore, it considers the issue of social class in Nazi Germany. Class has been an important analytical concept in the study of National Socialism and this chapter explores the impact of the Nazi regime upon the working class, the middle class and the aristocracy in Germany. Chapter Three analyses the use of coercion, terror and surveillance. This was the reverse side of consensus and conformity. Terror and coercion were employed to achieve the aims of the dictatorship when consensus failed. This chapter explores the function of the SA (stormtroopers), the SS-SD-police complex and the concentration camps in the Third Reich. Furthermore, it examines the role and function of the traditional legal and prison systems in Nazi Germany within this context. Chapter Four analyses the role of education in the creation of the ‘national community’. This examination of formal education in schools and through the curriculum is complemented by the fifth chapter, which focuses on socialisation in the Nazi youth groups, the Hitler Youth and the League of German Girls. This chapter demonstrates the nature of the roles assigned to both German boys and girls in the creation and maintenance of the ‘national community’ and in the ambitious expansionist aims of the National Socialist regime during the war.

The second part of the book – inside the national community – considers the impact of Nazism on German society. Chapter Six explores the subject of men, masculinity and the military. In particular, it considers the role of the Wehrmacht in the Third Reich. Chapter Seven examines women, womanhood and the home front. It discusses the role of the Nazi women’s organisations, as well as conceptions and realities about German women’s lives under National Socialism. Chapter Eight examines the subject of the family. Nazi ideology extolled the family as the ‘germ cell of the nation’. This chapter explores the impact on the German family of Nazi policy in practice. Chapter Nine examines religion and the churches under National Socialism. It considers the role of the Protestant and Catholic Churches in German society and their relationship to the Nazi state, as these important institutions influenced the lives of millions of Germans during the Third Reich. 

The third section of the book deals with those groups or sectors of society that were outside the ‘national community’.​[50]​ Exclusion from the ‘national community’ was applied to particular sections of society that were considered not to belong to it by the National Socialist regime. Individuals and groups that chose to live in ways that meant they could not belong also stood outside the ‘national community’. The approach of the chapters in this section of the book is to synthesise Nazi policy ‘from above’ with the everyday experience of the targets of this policy and the responses of the German population. This is an important approach, as it links events with people, analysing the social impact of Nazi policies. This is a perspective that has been largely overlooked in the secondary literature until quite recently. Chapter Ten examines the Nazi persecution of the Jews, who were excluded from the ‘national community’ on racial grounds. It should be noted this chapter is not intended as a treatment of the Holocaust or the ‘Final Solution’, the Nazis’ genocide of European Jewry, as a whole, which is covered in a vast and highly complex historiography of its own, but as an analysis of the experiences of Germany’s Jews in the Nazi era. Chapter Eleven discusses the fate of Germany’s Gypsies (Sinti and Roma) under National Socialism. The Sinti and Roma remained outside the ‘national community’ both on account of their ‘racial inferiority’ and their itinerant lifestyle. Chapter Twelve deals with the persecution of the ‘asocial’ and the disabled. The term ‘asocial’ was applied to tramps, vagrants and the ‘workshy’ on account of their lack of productivity or use to society. The physically disabled and the mentally ill were regarded as ‘ballast existences’ and the Nazi ‘euthanasia’ campaigns directed against both children and adults were designed to eliminate them from society. Chapter Thirteen examines the treatment of sexual outsiders in Nazi Germany. Homosexuals were persecuted by the regime on grounds of their ‘deviant’ sexual behaviour. Nazi policy towards lesbians is also examined in this chapter, as well as an analysis of Nazi policies towards prostitutes as sexual outsiders. Chapter Fourteen considers the fate of dissenters and resisters. This includes a discussion of Jehovah’s Witnesses in the Third Reich. Their religious beliefs disallowed entry to the armed forces and as conscientious objectors, Jehovah’s Witnesses remained outside the ‘national community’. This chapter also treats the subject of resistance, as resisters to the regime, through their own actions and choices, stood outside the ‘national community’.
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